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The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address 
Period for Reply 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If the period for reply specified above is less than thirty (30) days, a reply within the statutory minimum of thirty (30) days will be considered timely. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 1 33). 

- Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

Status 

1 )|EI Responsive to communication(s) filed on 10 December 2002 . 
2a)S This action is FINAL. 2b)D This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 1 1 , 453 O.G. 213. 
Disposition of Claims 

4) ^ Claim(s) 1-53 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) E3 Claim(s) 1-53 is/are rejected. 

7) D Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10) D The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)D accepted or b)D objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 

11) D The proposed drawing correction filed on is: a)D approved b)D disapproved by the Examiner. 

If approved, corrected drawings are required in reply to this Office action. 
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Priority under 35 U.S.C. §§119 and 120 

13) D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119(a)-(d) or (f). 

a)D All b)Q Some*c)Q None of: 

1 .□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2.0 Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 



3.Q Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 
application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 

14) D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 19(e) (to a provisional application). 

a) □ The translation of the foreign language provisional application has been received. 

15) D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. §§ 120 and/or 121. 
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DETAILED ACTION 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 



1. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 

basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent published under section 122(b), by another 
filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an 
application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, 
except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects 
for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application 
designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

2. Claims 1-4, 6-7, 10-17, 19-20, 23-30, 33-39, 42-48, and 51-53 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Goetz et al. (U.S. Patent No. 5,928,330/ or "Goetz" 
hereinafter). 

Regarding claim 1, Goetz discloses "a computer-readable medium storing instructions 
adapted to be executed on a processor, to: (a) display, at a receiver, received data; (b) analyze, at 
the receiver, the quality of the displayed data; (c ) formulate, at the receiver and based on the 
analysis in step (b), a media-parameter suggestion for an encoder to alter the characteristics of 
data to be sent to the receiver, and (d) send, from the receiver, the formulated suggestion", i.e., 
Goetz discloses a multimedia distribution system to a client i.e., a receiver such as a PC with a 
display monitor (see abstract and col. 10/lines 37-63) and as being a computer readable medium 
for storing instructions (as illustrated from Figs. 1-7), from a server 920 (as illustrated in Fig. 9) 
wherein the multimedia files can be streaming accordingly or adjusting appropriately according 
to network's characteristics (col. 4/lines 34-54) or to user's preferences (col. 8/lines 40-50) the 
client or the user can change or alter the characteristics of data to be sent to him/her by 
suggesting or requesting some parameter suggestions, for example, changing the desired rate of 
transmission between the user's device and the server for receiving multimedia files (col. 
1 1 /lines 27-48), and the formulated suggestion or user requests for quality presentations can be 
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obtained by sending the requests to the server, and the server sends the requested data to the user 
terminal (col. 3/lines 1-35; Figs. 10 & 11, and col. 10/line 64 to col. 12/line 13 for details on 
procedures for the client how to request quality presentations being displayed on the client's 
device from the server). 

As for claim 2, Goetz discloses "the storing instructions adapted to be executed on a 
processor to: (e) receive, at the receiver, a user preference to be used in the analysis in step (b)", 
i.e., user preferences are used for opening presentations at the user terminal based on the earlier 

As for claim 3, Goetz further discloses "wherein the instruction (a) to display data 
includes instructions adapted to be executed by a processor to display, at the receiver, 
audiovisual data", i.e., audiovisual data or multimedia data is addressed (col. 1/lines 25-38). 

As for claim 4, Goetz teaches "wherein the instruction (b) to analyze the quality of the 
displayed data includes instructions adapted to be run on the processor to analyze, at the receiver, 
the system load", i.e., the system load or system capacity is of concern for an effective solution 
as the object of this system (col. 2/lines 26-55). 

As for claim 6, Goetz further teaches the step of "wherein the instruction c ) to formulate 
a media-parameter suggestion includes instructions adapted to be run on the processor to 
formulate media-parameter suggestions that include: (I ) send timing information identifying the 
point in time where the data was collected; and (ii) send timing information identifying the point 
in time when the suggested action should be honored" by disclosing the timing information must 
be provided in order to provide the synchronization for the transmission of multimedia stream 
(col. 1/line 58 to col. 2/line 14). 

As for claim 7, Goetz further discloses "wherein the instruction c ) to formulate a media- 
parameter suggestion includes instructions adapted to be run on the processor to formulate 
media-parameter suggestions to: ( I) alter the frame rate", i.e., different frame rates can be 
requested and performed (col. 8/lines 40-50; col. 10/lines 18-35; col. 1 1/lines 27-48). 
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As for claim 10, Goetz shows the step of "wherein the instruction c ) to formulate a 
media-parameter suggestion includes instructions adapted to be run on the processor to formulate 
media-parameter suggestions to: (I ) alter audio channel characteristics", i.e., language or rate of 
audio can be changed (col. 6/lines 10-30). 

As for claim 1 1 , Goetz further discloses the step of "wherein the instruction c) to 
formulate a media-parameter suggestion includes instructions adapted to be run on the processor 
to formulate media-parameter suggestions to: (I) alter the graphics hardware load 55 , i.e., the 
graphics hardware load or the graphics presentations to viewers can be changed, i.e., multiple 
copies can be sent (col. 10/lines 18-35). 

As for claim 12, Goetz discloses "wherein the instruction c) to formulate a media- 
parameter suggestion includes instructions adapted to be run on the processor to formulate 
media-parameter suggestions to: (I) alter the CPU load", i.e., the CPU load or the system 
capacity can be altered (col. 2/lines 35-55). 

As for claim 13, Goetz further disclose "wherein the instruction c) to formulate a media- 
parameter suggestion includes instructions adapted to be run on the processor to formulate 
media-parameter suggestions that include: (I) altering the RAM amount available", i.e., a RAM 
is addressed for storing packets containing multimedia information (col. 7/lines 19-39). 

Regarding claims 14-17, 19-20 and 23-26, these claims for "a method of transmitting 
data from a sender to a receiver across a network comprising: (a) displaying, at the receiver, 
received data; (b) analyzing, at the receiver, the quality of the displayed data; c) formulating, at 
the receiver and based on the analysis in step (b), a media-parameter suggestion for an encoder to 
alter the characteristics of data to be sent to the receiver; and (d) sending, from the receiver, the 
formulated suggestion to alter the quality of the received data" with same limitations as earlier 
cited are rejected for the reasons given in the scope of claims 1-4, 6-7 and 10-13 as already 
disclosed in details above. 
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Regarding claims 27-30 and 33-35, these claims for "a method for transmitting data 
across a network comprising: a) transmitting data to a receiver; b) receiving a suggestion to alter 
the transmitted data on the basis of a quality of data transmitted in (a); c) selecting, based on the 
received suggestion, an action to alter the data; and d) altering the transmitted data" with same 
limitations as earlier cited are rejected for the reasons given in the scope of claims 1-4, 6-7 and 
10-13 as already disclosed in details above. 

Regarding claims 36-39 and 42-45, these claims for "an apparatus for transmitting data 
from a sender to a receiver across a network comprising: (a) a processor; (b) a port coupled to 
said processor; and c) a memory coupled to said processor and said port, storing instructions 
adapted to be run on said processor to: (I) display, at the receiver, received data; (ii) analyze, at 
the receiver, the quality of the displayed data; (iii) formulate, at the receiver and based on the 
analysis in (ii), a media-parameter suggestion for an encoder to alter the characteristics of data to 
be sent to the receiver; and (iv) send, from the receiver, the formulated suggestion to alter the 
quality of the received data" with a host interface as a port for interfacing to other components of 
the network (Fig. 10/item 920 and Fig.l 1) and with same limitations as earlier cited are rejected 
for the reasons given in the scope of claims 1-4, 6-7 and 10-13 as already disclosed in details 
above. 

Regarding claim 46-48 and 51-53, these claims for "an apparatus for transmitting data 
from a sender to a receiver across a network comprising: (a) a processor; (b) a port coupled to 
said processor; and c) a memory coupled to said processor and said port, storing instructions 
adapted to be run on said processor to: (I) transmit data to a receiver; (ii) receive a suggestion to 
alter the transmitted data on the basis of a quality of data transmitted in (i); and (iii) selecting, 
based on the received suggestion, an action to alter the data; and (iv) altering the transmitted 
data" with a host interface as a port for interfacing to other components of the network (Fig. 
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10/item 920) and with same limitations as earlier cited are rejected for the reasons given in the 
scope of claims 1-4, 6-7 and 10-13 as already disclosed in details above. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth 
in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior 
art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made 
to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be 
negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of the 
claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of the 
various claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein were 
made absent any evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation under 
37 CFR 1 .56 to point out the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was not 
commonly owned at the time -a later invention was made in order for the examiner to 
consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) 
prior art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 

4. Claims 5 and 18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Goetz et 
al (US Patent No. 5,928,330) in view of Pocock et al (U.S. Patent No. 5,014,125). 

As for claims 5 and 18, Goetz does not further disclose the detailed components of the 
client receiver as claimed; however, Pocock shows "wherein the instruction (b) to analyze the 
quality of the displayed data includes instructions adapted to be run on the processor to: (I) 
analyze, at the receiver, component load, wherein a component is chosen from the set comprising 
a central-processing unit, a graphics card, and a texture-mapping engine" (Fig. 4/item 94 for a 
CPU; Fig. 4/item 86 for video processor and Fig. 5/item 1 18 for a graphics generator (within a 
graphics card); and col. 8/line 61 to col. 9/line 14 for a method of creating commands with alpha- 
numeric keys in commands as a texture-mapping engine). Therefore, it would have been 
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obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to modify Goetz's 
technique with well-known and must-have features of a PC such as a CPU, a graphics card and a 
texture-mapping engine as one of Pocock in order to perform the mentioned activities or 
analyzing the quality of displayed data as noted. 

5. Claims 8-9, 21-22, 31-32, 40-41, and 49-50 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Goetz et al (US Patent No. 5,928,330) in view of Volk et al (U.S. Patent No. 
5,673,401/ or "Volk" hereinafter). 

Regarding claims 8-9, 21-22, 31-32, 40-41, and 49-50, Goetz does not clearly show the 
computer-readable medium as of claim 2 wherein the instruction c) to formulate a media- 
parameter suggestion includes instructions adapted to be run on the processor to formulate 
media-parameter suggestions to: "alter the color depth and alter the window size"; however, 
Volk teaches the same technique of providing interactive two-way multimedia information data 
to users. In fact, Volk teaches an enhanced user interface that allows users to customize the 
control item via a user input device (Volk, col. 5/line 20-60). Volk clearly teaches an enhanced 
technique of altering the color depth and the window size of the user interface at the user 
terminal (col. 18/lines 10-30; col. 28/line 64 to col. 29/line 14 for altering the "window size"; 
and col. 33/lines 45-55 for altering the "color depth"). Therefore, it would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify Goetz's interactive 
multimedia presentation system with Volk's teaching technique of altering the window size and 
the color depth as additional tools for customizing the user interface as revealed by Volk as 
preferred. 
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Response to Arguments 

6. Applicant's arguments filed on 12/10/2002 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

Applicants basically argues that for at least the reason "the Goetz reference does not 
disclose analyzing, at the receiver, the quality of received data, and formulating, at the receiver, 
based on the analysis, a media-parameter suggestion for an encoder to alter the characteristics of 
data to be sent to the receiver as required in claims 1,14 and 36" and a similar limitation in 
claims 27 and 46; however, the Examiner would like to point out to Applicants, in a closer look, 
that Goetz does disclose an exact same technique as Goetz' s invention includes a system and 
device for, and method of, presenting multimedia information to a client from a server, and either 
server or client side can gather information data and analyze, and the characteristics of data can 
be altered at the receiver or at the client, i.e., the streaming rate of information data, which 
represents the quality of displayed or presented data at the client or receiver (col. 3/lines 13-30; 
col. 4/lines 34-55; col. 8/lines 40-50; col. 1 1/lines 27-48; col. 12/lines 4-26 as the user can alter 
the streaming by the client logic and video data can be altered as in col. 8/lines 40-50; and col. 
1 3/lines 49-67 as the user can perform the analysis on the statistics of the quality of received data 
at the receiver). Therefore, the Examiner does not agree with the arguments of the Applicants 
and stands with the previous Office Action and this Final Office Action as discussed herein. 
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Conclusion 

7. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this 
Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). 
Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 
1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, however, 
will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final 
action. 

8. Any response to this action should be mailed to: 

Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks 

Washington, D.C. 20231 
or faxed to: 

(703) 872-9314, (for Technology Center 2600 only) 

Waxd-detoened neAfiuttM JlouU 6c biouqAt U (fotfal Pant W, 2121 &ytf<U Vwte. /hlUyton. 1//t. . Sixt/t Jlcxri CRtcefittonUt) . 

9. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner 
should be directed to Krista Kieu-Oanh Bui whose telephone number is (703) 305-0095. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday from 9:00 AM to 6:00 PM, with alternate 
Fridays off. 
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Art Unit: 2611 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 

supervisor, Andrew Faile, can be reached on (703) 305-4380. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or proceeding 

should be directed to Technology Center 2600 Customer Service Office whose telephone number 

is (703) 306-0377. 




Krista Bui 
Art Unit 2611 
February 11,2003 



ANDREW FAILE 
SUPERVISORY PATENT EXAMINER 
TECHNOLOGY QEMER 2600 



